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{ igests of Recent Opinions 





MNSTITUTIONAL LAW — JU- 
2ISDICTION—Under the doc- 
jrine of forum non conveniens 
3 court may decline jurisdic- 
tion where there is available 
another forum where trial will 
pest serve the convenience of 
the parties and the ends of 
justice. 
ronsiderations for invoking 
he doctrine of forum non 
eonveniens are relative ease of 
access to sources of proof, 
availability of subpoena, cost 
of obtaining attendance of 
witnesses, possibility of jury 
riew of premises if appropriate, 
nd all other practical factors 
that make trial easy, expedi- 
jous and inexpensive. 
Digested from an opinion by 
) rendered May 3, 1954. 
bsreme Court. Gore v. U. S. 
For appellant—Burtis S. 
r. For respondent—John A 
defendant moved to dis- 
the plaintiff’s action under 
etrine of forum non 
is. The Law Division denied 
motion and the Appellate 
sion granted leave to appeal 
R.R. 2:2-3(b) 
endant is a corporation of 
ersey but does business 
ut the country. One of 


con- 


1952 plaintiff’s deced- 
s an employee of an in- 
ient contractor doing work 
defendant’s plant in Ala- 
when he suffered injuries 
tin in his death. The 
dent's widow and hil 
ident in Alabama, 
the present action in 
y under Alabama stat- 
alleging negligence of de- 
t and seeking compensa- 
decedent’s wrongful 
filed a mo- 
dismiss setting forth 
are residents of Ala- 
e defendant is subject 
cess in Alabama, the cause 
n arose in Alabama, lia- 

oased on Alabama law, 


‘the witnesses are residents 
ma subject to subpoena 

t but not subject to sub- 
na here and that the expense 
venience to the parties 
lesses will be burden- 
substantially heavier 
tal is held here rath 
~a0ame 1. The affidavits 
S the distance from the 
the accident to New 
approximately 980 miles, 
Alabama juries in tort cases 
Fz: times allowed and at times 
ted to view the site of the 
tent and that the case could 
hed for trial in Alabama 
x months. The plain- 
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ar thar 
er tnan 


fur- 


pposing the motion 
the average verdict 
actions in Jefferson 


ex- 
and that the affiant 
of no verdict in Alabama 
f $10,000 for any color- 
(Decedent in 
matter was appare 
Appellant has ag 
he New Jersey action is 
id an Alabama ac- 
stituted within three 
of the dismissal it will 
ase the statute of limita- 
25 a defense therein. Plain- 
ge that they have 
‘¢right, guaranteed by 
“Ution, to maintain their 
-in New Jersey and that 
judge properly exercis- 
tion in refusing to 
= action. 
“®: Under the doctrine of 
7 conveniens a court 
cline jurisdiction where 
*3 available another forum 
‘Tlal will best serve the | 
‘nce of the parties and| 
“ts of justice. While the | 
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origin of the doctrine is obscure 
now a familiar doctrine 
nd has been approved by the 
U.S. Supreme Court. As expound- 
ed on by the U.S. Supreme Court, 
the important considerations are 
relative ease of access to sources 
of proof; availability of compul- 
sory process for attendance of 
witnesses and the cost of obtain- 
ing attendance; possibility of 
view of premises if view would 
be appropriate; and all other 
practical problems that make 
trial of a cause easy, expeditious 
and inexpensive. Where the ends 
of justice strongly indicate that 
the controversy may be more 
suitably tried elsewhere, then 
jurisdiction should be decined. 
The doctrine is not discrimina- 
tory and does not turn on resi- 
dence or citizenship. It therefore 
not violate any constitu- 


1S 


a 


lng 


does 


tional guaranty of equal privi-| 


leges and plaintiff's contention 
that they have an absolute right 
to trial in New Jersey must fall. | 
As to the propriety of the| 
court’s action, the argument ad- 
vanced by plaintiffs 
expect to receive a higher ver- 
dict here than in Alabama is| 
not a legitimate reason for bur- | 
dening metropolitan communi- 
ties with litigation which arose 
elsewhere and should in all con- 
science be tried there. 
Reversed, without costs. 





Rent Control Regulation 
Changes 


CHANGE +6 
SUBJECT: Supplements, | 
Amendments and Modifications | 
of Rules and Regulations Prom- 
ulgated under the State Rent| 


Control Act of 1953 (c. 216, P.L.| 
1953). | 

Pursuant to the authority} 
vested in me under Section 7 


of the above law, I hereby make 
the following supplements and 
amendments to, and modifica- 
tions of, the Rules and Regula- 
tions dated August 1, 1953. | 

1. Article VII, Part I of the! 
Regulations is hereby supple-| 
mented to include the following | 
additional sections: | 

10. As set forth in this section, | 
the rent being paid for partic-| 
ular housing space shall be con- | 
sidered as being substantially | 
lower than the rent being paid 
comparable dwelling units | 
an area or sub-area where} 
the landlord proves that as a 
result of a substantial rehabili- | 
tation of the building or hous-| 


in 


ing space therein, the rental] 
value of such housing space] 
has increased, provided such 


rehabilitation materially adds to| 
the value of the property or ap- 
preciably prolongs its life, ex-| 
cluding ordinary repairs, main- | 
tenance and replacement. In| 
such cases an Agency shall, on| 
application a landlord, on} 
noti to the tenant, and on| 
proof of such rehabilitation, | 
grant a rent increase for such} 
housing space to the extent of a| 
] dlord 


ing 





by 


tice 


lan 






wing bv the 


| said 


where | 

(a) the rehabilitation is part | 
of a program of urban renewal | 
or redevelopment of slum or| 


blighted areas pursuant to Fed- | 
eral, State or municipal law re-| 
lating to the area in which the | 
housing space is located, which | 
has been approved by the} 
municipality; or 

(b) the housing space 
located in an area close to a} 
slum or blighted area and the 
rehabilitation will have the} 
effect of improving the quality 
of the area in which it is locat- 
ed and aid in preventing the 





(Continued on page 2, Col. 4) 


that they | 





Notice 
MATRIMONIAL ACTIONS 


The judges of the Superior 
Court assigned to sit in the 
Chancery Division to hear 
matrimonial causes have an- 
nounced that hereafter in un- 
contested matrimonial actions 
after the moving party shall 
have completed the submis- 
sion of proofs and shall have 
rested, the will render 
judgment and, if adverse to 
the moving party because of 
insufficient the court 
will not entertain an applica- 
tion for an opportunity to 
cubmit further proofs. 





court 


proois, 











Legislative Action 
~ LAW | 
Governor Mey has signed 








the following bills: 


A-84 Chap. 21 May 3 

Amends Chapter 352, P.L. 1953 
to provide that property in| 
which dower curtesy rights 





are relinquished may thereafter 








be encumbered. 

S-24 Aca Chap. 24 May 6 
Provides that there shall be 

four judges ‘county district 

courts in Union and Hudson 

counties. 


EXECUTIVE 





Governor Meyner sent the 
following nominations to the 
Senate: 

VINCENT S. HANEMAN, 
Brigantine, to be Judge of the 
Superior Court, to succeed 
himself. 


ALVIN R. FEATHERER, of Penns 
Grove, to be County Prosecutor 
of Salem County, to succeed 
William R. Smith. 

MARTIN J. QUEENAN, of Burl- 
ington, to be a member of the 
Burlington County Board of 
Taxation, to succeed George M. 
Hillman. 

PAUL E. DOHERTY, of 
City, to be a member of the 
Hudson County Board of Tax- 
ation, to succeed Dominick B. 
Elia, Sr. 





LESLIE E. WILSON, of Alpha, to 
Warren | 


the 
Taxation, 


be a member of 
County Board of 
succeed himself 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 
In Executive 
Senate, the 
tions were confirmed: 
FRANK J. VAN NOORT, 
erson, to be a 
Passaic County 
tion, to succeed himself. 
AARON K. NEELD, 
to be Director 
of Taxation 


to 


Session in the 


LULLOW iT) 


of Pat- 
member of the 





Ol 


of the Division 








sury. 
SENATE 
The following pills were in- 
troduced in the Senate: 

S-275 Farley. To eliminate the| 
need for a writing executed 
like a will in order that there 
may be survivorship in certain | 


n+ 
tile. 


bank accou (R. & A. of L.) 


S-276 Farley 


67, P. L. 1948 to create con- 
cClusive presumption of the 
right of survivorship in cer- 
tain specified trust deposits. 
(Bus. Affs.) 

S-280 Hannold. To amend Sec. 
2A:43-1 of the N. J. Stat. to 


extend the privileged charact- 
er of publication to the state- 
ments of certain 
public officials. (R. & A. of L.) 
ASSEMBLY 
The following bill 





To amend Sec. 


Jersey | 


nomina- | 


Board of Taxa- | 
Trenton, | 


Dept. of the Trea- | 


To amend Chap. | 


additional | 


was intro- | 
| duced in the Assembly: 
is | 4-440 Mintz. 


{ 


| S.E.C. Requirements In Financing 


Small Businesses 


Broadly speaking, a letter to 


| By Samuel M. Koenigsberg 
'an investor related to the offer 


brings the security issue under 


|and Exchange Commission. The 
Securities Act of 1933 and the 
|}administrative actions of the 


Commission prescribe a com-}| 


prehensive procedure for the 
registration of new issues, in- 
volving the disclosure to in- 
| vestors of detailed information 
concerning the securities to be 


| 
| floated and the corporation issu- | 


|ing them. 


These requirements also apply | 


in the case of sales by a person 
| controlling the corporation. If, 
for example, the principal stock- 
| holder in a privately held corp- 


| oration desires to offer his hold- | 


ings for public sale, his stock 
| must first be registered with the 
|S.E.C. This requirement applies 
| even though he is not a majority 
| stockholder. If he exercises con- 
| trol of the corporation with less 
| than a majority, his stock must 
| be registered. 











Supreme Court Orders 
SUPREME COURT OF 
| NEW JERSEY 
ORDERED that except for 
|}emergent matters, no trials or 
| hearings shall be had in Union 
| County on Tuesday, June 29, 
| 1954, after 1:00 P.M., in the Su- 
perior Court, County Court, Ju- 
venile and Domestic Relations 
Court and County District Court. 
By the Court, 
ARTHUR T. VANDERBILT 

C. J. 

Dated: May 6, 1954 





/S/ 





SUPREME COURT OF 
NEW JERSEY 
ORDERED that except. for 
-mergent matters, no trials or 
hearings shall be had in Essex 
| County on Thursday, June 17, 
1954, after 1:00 P.M., in the Su- 
perior Court, County Court, Ju- 
venile and Domestic Relations 
Court and County District Court. 
By the Court, 
ARTHUR T. VANDERBILT 
C.J. 
Dated: May 6, 1954 


/s 


Hearing On Lawyers 
Guild Temporarily 
Halted 


The United States Court of 
Appeals has temporarily barred 
Attorney General Herbert Brow- 
} nell, Jr., from going ahead with 
|}an administrative hearing on 
|listing the National Lawyers 
Guild as a subversive organiza- 
tion. 

The court, 'by a 2 to 1 vote, 
granted a preliminary injunc- 
| tion against the Justice Depart- 
ment until a lower court can 
hear arguments on the merits 
of a complaint brought by the 
guild against Brownell. The 
guild claims that the Attorney 
General has prejudged its case. 

In their complaint the guild 
said that Brownell in two 
speeches last summer denounc- 
ed the guild and its leadership 
as being “the legal mouthpiece 
of the Communist Party”. The 
speeches were made before the 
American Bar Association and 
| the Amvets organization. 
| “We are of the opinion that 


54:2-39 to eliminate the “true| the interests of justice would be 


value” standards 


vision of Tax Appeals and to 
Substitute therefore “the same 
standard of value used in 


ty”. (S.C.8&M.G.) 


on asSsSess- 


ment appeals to the State Di- | administrative hearing was held | 


| 
| 


assessing comparable proper-|in the action,” 


served best in this matter if the 


in abeyance pending the judg- 
ment of the district court upon 
the merits of the issues posed 
the appellate 
court ruled. 





or sale of a newly issued security | 


the jurisdiction of the Securities | 


In the case of security issues 
of a small or moderate amount, 
however, these broad require- 
ments are considerably modified. 
For the Securities Act contains 
certain exemptions of a general 
character that may be readily 
resorted to for such issues, and 
|also. an exemption designed 
specifically to cover them. 

To those engaged in efforts to 
procure outside financing for 
businesses of moderate size or to 
secure buyers for going concerns, 
the provisions of the governing 
statutes and the S.E.C.’s rules 
assume a particular, if not al- 
ways realized importance. In the 
minds of the participants, a 
| transaction of this character is 
usually couched in overall terms 
of raising a total sum of new 
cash or buying out a family 
corporation. What may be over- 
looked is the fact that, in the 
last analysis, a sale of securities 
—common or preferred stock or 
some type of debt obligation—is 
almost always involved. In such 
event it is essential to determine 
whether the transaction will fall 
within the scope of the Securi- 
ties Act. 

The problem is not merely one 
of formal compliance with a 
federal statute. It has practical 
consequences of the utmost im- 
portance to the success of the 
transaction. If securities are sold 
without registration, a repentant 
investor may later seek to res- 
cind his purchase. Under the 
Securities Act, he is entitled to 
a virtually automatic rescission 
of a purchase of an unregistered 
security unless the issuer or the 
sellers prove—and the burden is 
upon them—that registration 
was legally not required. In view 
of the relative ease with which 
rescission can thus be accom- 
plished, it is imperative that, in 
advance of any security sales, 
those arranging the financing 
either provide for the registra- 
tion of the securities to be sold 
or else conclude to their own 
satisfaction that the transaction 
is exempt from registration. Only 
in this manner can they be 
assured that their security sales 
will remain valid and binding. 

Of the exemptions from regis- 
tration provided for by statute, 
two—one for private offerings 
and another for intrastate offer- 
ings of securities—afford relief 
from all requirements for filing 
data with the S.E.C. A third, 
while exempting from the re- 
quirements of full registration, 
is in substance a modified regis- 
tration requirement, specifically 
adapted to small security issues. 

Private Offerings. The Securi- 
ties Act provides an exemption 
for transactions “not involving 
any public offering” [Sec. 4(1)]. 
Accordingly, securities offered for 
sale privately are completely 
exempt from the registration re- 
quirements. The distinction be- 
tween a private and public offer- 
ing, however, has never been 
precisely defined. A rule-of- 
thumb figure of twenty-five 
offerees, mentioned in an opin- 
ion of the S.E.C.’s general coun- 
sel in the Commission’s early 
days, has been regarded as an 
approximate dividing line. But 
apart from the number of 
offerees, there are additional 
factors bearing on the question, 
such as the relation of the 
offerees to the issuer and to one 
another, the size of the issue, 
the number of units of the sec- 
urity offered and their denomi- 
nations, the method of the of- 
fering—whether by direct negot- 
lation or by the use of a securi- 





(Continued on page 5, Col. 1) 
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"DIGESTS OF RE 


PRACTICE — SUBPOENA — An 
order or subpoena directing 
production of evidence irrele- 
vant and immaterial to any of 
the issues framed by the 
pleadings and pretrial order is 
improper and must be _ set 
aside. 

PRACTICE—It is the duty ef the 
judge to refuse to a party the 
aid of the court by subpoena 
or otherwise to introduce at 
trial issues not stated in the 
pretrial order. 

SUBPOENA—Except as a witness 
may be relieved from com- 
pliance with a subpoena on ap- 
propriate motion under R.R. 
4:46-2 it is his duty to appear 
and produce the evidence in 
his possession and, if required, 
to testify concerning it; he 
cannot himself determine re- 
levancy. 

SUBPOENA—P R AC TIC E— 
DISCOVER Y—A subpoena may 


not be used at trial for the 
purpose of discovery, discovery, 
under the rules, should’ be 


completed before trial. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Brennan, J. rendered May 4, 


1954. Supreme sigecie Gaceceseerin tte 
v. Jersey City. ppearing—Isa- 
aore Glauberman, Victor S. Kilk- 
enny, Jerome C. Elsent Theo- 
dore C. Eaer, David Store John 
J. Breslin, Jr. 

Plaintiifs, Schlossberg and 
Famislietti instituted a preroga- 
tive wt ¢ In to set aside 


latest rate 
per dnnum 





Funds Insured up to $16,660 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality 


Transactions may be handled by mail 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage 
Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 


40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-3650 
Philip Kiein, President : 
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CENT OPINIONS —_— : 


seven construction contracts 
awarded by the Jersey City 
Sewerage Authority to various 
companies joined with the Auth- 
ority as co-defendants. The pro- 
ceeding challenged the award- 
ing of the contracts on 

grounds going the legali 
the proceedings leading 

award and of 
Answers were 
fendants 

charges of 
had 


several 
LO le 
Ss 

the 
filed 
meeting 

illegal 


1il€ 
Se ee 


by ne 
each I 
ity and pretria 
the issue N 


were 


pod 


was 


maae 1n 





fraud 

complaint 

undue 
the 


ull 


arges ol 


and 
influence 
pretrial 


compilal 


no issue ol 
was 
set in order 
ither the 
order wer 
is 


pil 


up 
“+ 
ive 


pretrial 
Plaintiffs 


introduce at 


origi 


sou 


Trust Company 
where each main- 
raccount. Thou 


on the 
Jersey 


tained a checkin 


rot and the partnership had 
nade a subcontract with Clyde 
Potts and Associates which firm 
had entered into a contract with 
the Authority to do the engi- 
neering work connected with 
planning the construction. They 





i $171,500 on this sub 


nad recelvea 














contra and deposited it in 
Thourot’s personal account wit 
t] y Company. Plaintiffs 
aed Thourot and also 
issued a subpoena duces tecum 
to the Trust Company asserting 
they wanted to prove that the 
rhourot money was used to in- 
fluence the Authority to award 
he contracts as it did. Thourot 
appeared and testified but re- 
fused to produce the cancelled 
checks which he had drawn. The 
tria! Judge cited him for con- 
empt and = reserved decision 
Thourot moved unsuccessfully to 
quash the subpoena to the Bank 
The Pank Officer testified the 
Ol records of cancelled checks 
il <’S possession were 
n} intermingled with 
th 8000 to a reel. He 
furtl ied hat to comply 
with the subpoena the reels 
would have to ve viewed, tne 
Thourot checks identified and 
then those films reproduced and 
utside photo- 
ora} Thereupon the 
court entered the order of Marc 
1 ler appeal, modifying 
1 and directing the 





to pi rgements of t 
Thourot checks over $500 each 
drawn between June 1, 1950 and 








Fiduciary and 


60 PARK PLACE, NEWARK 


NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION 


Specializing in the Execution of 


Court Bonds 
Mitchell 2-8220 

















PANDICK 
1-78 CLINTON 
TELEPHONE 


Financial Printers 


SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 


STREET, NEWARK 
MARKET 


PRESS, INC. 


3-4994 
































COUNSEL 


Loss of Income 
Loss of Life * Life 
Liability 


(professional errors) 


Lawye 


1180 RAYMOND BOULEVARD 





for the Defense 


* Professional Disability Plan 


* NON-CANCELLABLE—The only Group Plans approved by N.J. State Bar Ass’n 


JOHN A. COUCH, JR., & COMPANY 


MARKET 3-3086 


Plan (includes employees) 


rs Protective Insurance 


NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY , 














Sept. 17, 1953. The Trust Com- 
pany and Thourot and La Mort 
appeal this order. 

At the same time Thourot and 
La Mort tituted an action in 


inst 











he Chancer Division to re- 
train the Trust Company from 
providing or producing the en- 
lareements of the checks in the 
prerogative writ proceeding. The 
CI cer ion issued an in- 
terim res but modified it to 
provide that it should not be 
-onstrued ) enjoin the Bank 
é ynding to the sub- 
D 
3 na rs Of pubdile Im- 
yrtance are erned the ap- 
eal is considered on the merit 
The orde )I March 12 mu: t 























pe Seé 
tne } 
ann el 
the Thourot subcontrac re 
I ht into ques a Tee Be 
g rit proceedir Plain- 
iffs desired to have the cancell- 
ed 1 sricgioee baad 
ind corruption on the 
pat f Authority rs 
But t is not alle in the 
complain t as required by R.R 
4:9-1 yy mentioned in the pre- 
trial « in c ance with 
R.R. 4:29-1. The Ss expressly 
nt ite the framing 
of in the order. 
New issue not ‘ he 
pieac yrS are to le the 
subject of appropriate amend- 
ment to the pleadings. R.R. 4:29- 
1 (b) 5 in addition to being in- 
cluded in the pretrial order. R.R. 
4:29-1 (15) provides that when 
the pretrial order is entered it 
becomes part of the record and 
-ontrols the subsequent course of 
action unless modified at or be- 
fore the trial or pursuant to 
Rule 4:15-2. No modification or 
amendment was sougl The 
pretrial order, no matter how 
broadly interpr "ete d, did not em- 


brace fraud, bad faith or corrup- 


tion. Plaintiffs did not, even after 
defendants’ objections, avail 
themselves of the opportunity 
afforded by R.R. 4:15-2 to seek 
amendment of the pretrial order 
and pleadings. Having failed to 
do so it became the duty of the 
trial judge to refuse them the 
aid of the court in the circum 


stances. 
Though 


Was 1rreievé 


ayaidiae 
eviaen 


Was no De 


n ce sougnti 
ant, this Usis 





for Thourot to decide not to pro- 
duce it. The settled rule is that 
the witness has no privilege 

use to disclose matters re- 

to the issue in hand. 

yurt, not the wit , is the 

dge of relevancy. Except as he 


may be relieved from compliance 


with the subpoena duces tecum 
yn “appropriate motion under R. 
R. 4:46-2 the duty owed by every 
Witness to the state makes it 


he and 
in hi 


to 


appear 
posses- 
testlly 


compulsory tnat 


-e evidence Ss 
required, 


lt. 


produc 


Sion ana, ll 


concerning 


The error of the trial court 





was in improperly and mistaken- 
ly exercising his discretion 

making the order on the bank 
and in lenying the motions to 
quash the subpoena on the bank. 


The common ground of the mo- 
tions was the patent irrelevancy 
and immateriality. When the 
plaintiffs failed to amend their 
and pretrial order, the 


pleadings 


court should have denied them 
its aid in this regard. The bank 
neon be entirely relieved of 


mpliance with the subpoena. 
“Addit ionally, no effort was 
> through discove ry proceed- 


yar 


11i ak 





ings before trial to discover what 
the checks would show. In the 


circumstances, the effort at 
the trial to force production of 
the checks with no idea of what 

they would show was an effort at 
discovery and should not have 
been permitted. The time for 
discovery proceedings is fixed by 
the Rules to be completed within 


ae 
CCk 








Rent Regulation Changes 


12. As set forth in this 
the landlord shall be co 
as having withheld 
furniture, furnishings 


(Continued from Page 1) 





spread of blight or slums there- 


in. or 














































































CUSTODIAN ACCOUNTS 


A safe deposit box does not know when 
are called for redemption, when valuable c 
f mort 


sion privileges expire, or that payment o 
interest or principal is past due. 

For large and small owners of securities or 
responsible for investments of 
Custodian Account will serve as a private finan 
secretary — reliable, dependable and permanent 


organizati 


This is a simple arrangement whereby 
duals or corporations may place their securit: 
safekeeping subject to their instructions and hai 
the income collected and credited to their acco 
We will be glad to tell you and your client 
about the advantages and small cost of a Custo- 
dian Account. 


a 


1S 





Send for our pamphlet The Custodian Accouut. 


FIDELITY Union TRUST 


COMPANY 
NEWARK 
BELLEVIILE e EAST ORANGE e IRVINGTON 


Ae Jewey 


MEMBER FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION 








Such applications shall not be ment rightfully due the ta 
required to conform to the pro- where there has been :. 
visions of Section 9(a), Article stantial deterioration of } 

VII, Part PP algo — - ing space or the buildir 

+ 179e = inte vember ses 7 < = ° 
— #3 Gated Novembe ’ which it is located because i con 
Jos. ee failure of the landlord to pion 

: Agency shall, upon ap- ; ‘ cr ad 
Pics Agenc) atte Upon ot erly maintain the same ip -Bgse 
pilcation Ola aie Ira, on no i lation of his obligation Brent 

t tens > or ¢ r > . 
to the tenant, guar Mises peared In such cases, an Agency oJjurr 
or Y anes g r Yr ] re S .: x +1. 

—— Be ee ee ot on application by the terdiing. 
particular housing space, setting on notice to the landlord so. 
forth the amount of incr 3 ae ‘SORES eo 
— See of : €as€ on proof of such dé me 
that will be granted for grant a rent decrease for p:dmdwel 

a oe ital improve- : ‘ - 

_ 2 a major perrnsir improve cular housing space t h an 
ment 4 : es tent of a showing by thet not 

Db) a substantial renablilita- 1ereof: provided, | ues 
tion ot tne eee or the shall first give the l com) 
housing accommodations con- ] + 
7 yu ed pes or note age rol reasonable opport unit n the - 
tl neq re Oo we exceed 60 lays, to rems : tors 
tion 10 her ear; Or deterioration: and during .jithe | 

c) increase in the space, ser- period, any other pri ny: #eHeld 
vices, furniture, furnishings and these Regulations to desce 
equipment provided for such trary, notwithstanding after 
housing space; provided, how- Agency shall withhold ee in da 
ever, that no prior opinion for mination of the matte: ter 0 
increase in such cases shall be 2. The changes he tory 
granted without the consent of set forth. designated - 
the tenant, except where the =6, shall take effect ten ; 
housing space is vacant, unless from the date hereof 
the Agency finds that it is nec- Dated: April 30, 1954 
essary for the preservation, CHESTER K. LIGHAM 2 
maintenance, or the operation Director of the Off 
of the building in which the Rent Contro! 
housing space is located or is pg are ee 
consistent with established Announcemen? 
property management practices Meencetpohs3 
and customs. Frank A. La Morte ? 

Such application shall set. his offices for the gen 
forth in detail the requests and tice of the law to Br 
shall contain or have annexed Street, Newark, NJ. 
thereto such further proof as 

may be relevant, including but 
not limited to estimates of costs - 
Any such order shall only re- WORKMEN § 
main in full force and effect for 
a period of six months from COMPENSATI 
the effective date thereof, and ON : 
shall not constitute an authori- 
zation for increase in rent which LAW 
shall only be granted after 
proper application and _ proof 
pursuant to the Act and the iii 
Regulations. ‘ oa 
ae ne Larson 
90 davs of issue joined, unless 
enlarged by oon court, R.R. 4:28. 
- ee a ae A thorough and authoritatiy 
illowed sparing] 4 R. 4:29- 
Hm) 8) sites Pay treatise completely coverir 
D o) wnere V Oo“ Dre= , 
ven To all the subject. Recently pu) 
i at the lished and already cited 
the New Jersey Appellat As 
Courts. 
ings a retrial order 2 BINDER VOLUMES S§4i4 
) 12 order “is 
i t the GANN LAW BOOKS... 
i 1 
d 790 Broad St., Newark 2, \Jm -°***- 
























age | 











ter of law guilty of contribu- | on the possessor the duty of rea- 
»--._etory negligence. sonable care for safety in use 
Cr. 7. * ted from an opinion by)! anda that this responsibility ex- 
n c rendered May 3. 195 tends not only to the tenant, 
Court. Taneian v. Meg- but also to his rege business 
in et al. For appellant visitors and social guests. The 
roe J. Kaplan. (Loui ise], basis for the rule is that those 
- respondents mer J.| Who enter in the right of the 
James P. Beggans and! tenant, though under his mere 
Hughes on the brief, license, make permissible use of 
j Gilmour and Dwyer, the premises for which the com- 
' non ways are provided. They | 
p was a social guest come upon the lands by invita- 
Naiarian who was q_ tion of the landlord. The land- 
s f an apartment house lord is in this regard under the 
7 in one of the apart-. responsibility of a general own-| 
When plaintiff < rrived for | er of real estate who holds out} 
t there was light on the| invitations or inducements to 
third floors but none! Other persons to use his prop-| 
) nd. This was beiween. § his obligation is to exercise 
PM. Najarian was| reasonable care and skill to 
advised that the light | render the premises reasonably 
)N Najarian denied being fit for the uses which he has 
but testified he had | invited others to make of them. 
that the light was us in our State, insufficient 
about 2 VS prior lighting of the hallway ol a 
lishap and that he had tenement house has been held 
would change it if it) t0 constitute negilgence at com- 
and did so a few days| mon law and under the statute, 
Ww he bid his guests! actionable at the instance of an| 
shortly before mid-| injured social visitor of a tenant. | 
is third floor apart- be is in substance the rule 
he could not see the| embodied in the restatement of | 
‘itatiff/eord floor. Plaintiff’s testi- | the general common law of torts| 
erin that the light on the| 48 applied in this country. The 
ub r was out and that the tatement points out that the 
es from the second floor | *©559 subject to ne Lessee 
ee floor was in dark- - of whether the lessee 
pela: As plaintiff descended from | ‘ the property under 
d floor she slipped and snow of the de Angerous 
; injuries. The fall 1, although contributory 
‘a to the ligent may bar recovery. 
siti the lighting fa ities no doubt that 
by defenda stablished rule, 
OKS 7 as ices here consti- 
YN] and the lirect invitation by the 
a ingress and egress to social vis itors of t the 
apartments. The use the common stair- 
= ‘ted verdict for de- end. The duty of 
nts at the close of the easo! e care arises out of the 
The Appellate Division af-| relation that c rom accept- 
don the ground that plain- or ul use, a use 
4 . social guest of the hich the landlord and the 
s was but a licensee nants 
ds re bound to take 


" espe No More... 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT NT OPINIONS 


EGL LIGENC E—LANDL ORD proper ‘operty as she found it except 
14ND TENANT—A landlord of as to unforseen or hidden dang- 
b, multi- family dwelling owes ers. Plaintiff obtained certifica- 





“social guest” 
be applied 


the 


1 contending 


o the tenants, their families, 
ctrine should not 


visitors and social do 











'pusiness 
‘quests the duty of using rea- extended to a resident co- 
sonable care to maintain the - of a multi-family dwell- 
ise common stairways under his jing with regard to the common 
ogeecontrol reasonably fit for the stairway under the custody and 
n-MEuse for which they were in- control of the owners. 
‘tended, and this includes the Held: By constitutional man- 
y furnishing of sufficient light- | date the common law prevails 
tering. except as modified by statute. 


4 social guest of an owner or ut the basic common law prin- 





‘ors Aeco-owner of a multi-family ciples are even now the subject 
» nad dwelling house who occupies of sharp controversy in England. 
h gn apartment therein, does| The New Jersey cases suggest 
not come within the social judicial departure in substantial 
guest rule in the use of the degree from the early common 

cof common stairway but occupies law doctrine; but these devia- 
n the same Status as social visi- tions are now embedded in our 
tors of all other tenants in jurisprudence by legislative 

the use Of such stairway. acqu: uiescence. It has long been 

ior: EHeld, visitor, in continuing the rule in New Jersey that re- 
“.dmedescent of common stairway tention of control of stairways 


other common facilities 
i-family dwelling houses lays 


after reaching part which was and 
in darkness was not as a mat- mult 
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Tove r depositions and hearings is of the essence of the re 
‘oxen by an experienced : ; : 
me Such certainly was the case as 
-ertified Shorthand | ‘to the defend - 
Reporter rigian. I! 
«ro is also a member of the ne 


New Jersey Bar. f the duty o7 
ENJAMIN ROSEws.ma.| lors as 0 & 
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land- 
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22€ 





of | 


| duty 


| charging 


son and the policy of the rule,| ployers and had agreed to pro- 














differentiation is illusory and_/| vide liability insurance for the 
arbitrary. truck owned by him which he 
The reserv yntrol of the; was driving. The third party 
common hallways raised an in-| complaint demanded judgment 
vitation for use as an adjunct! against appellants for any relief 
of a multi-family iwelling house adjudged against Young in 
and a correlative duty of rea-| favor of “DPtaintiffs. The third 
sonable care; plaintiff was not a| party complaint was subsequent- 
stranger to this ition merely | ly dismissed on motion of ap- 
because she was making a social | pellants. 
call on one of the co-owners. The _— plaintiff then; with leave of 
implied representation of reason-  eourt, filed an amended com- 


able care was ior the benefit of plaint joining appellants as de- 









all iawful users the facility. fendants alleging the truck was 
Plaintiff did not become Najar-| being operated by Young for 
ian’s social guest until she arriv- appellants. Appellants were serv- 
d at his dwelling and the social eq through the Commissioner of 
visit ended on her departure Motor Vehicles and they filed 
rom his apartment. On the stair-| answers setting up several de- 
way she had the same status aS fenses. Young then filed a cross 
the social visitors of all other claim against appellants re- 
tenants. One n be an invitee iterating the allegations of the 
of the landlord and a mere li- | dismissed third party complaint 


censee of the nt. The land- as to agency and agreement for 





| proceeding 


Bergen District Court 
Motion Day Changed 


Beginning the week of May 
17th, 1954, all Motions hertofore 
heard on Thursdays in Part #3 
of the Bergen County District 
Court at Hackensack, will be 
heard on Friday mornings. 





mentioned. It is a limited agency. 
It is a corrolary that the an- 
swer to plaintiff’s complaint in a 
invoking the cited 
statute for a judgment in per- 
sonam did not constitute a sub- 
mission to the general jurisdic- 
tion of the court, but was rather 
a defense to an action for neg- 
ligence under the special and 


| limited statutory jurisdiction dir- 


;} ana 


lord may be liable to such li-| indemnity insurance. Appellants 
censee though the tenant is not| moved for dismissal of the cross | 
and by the same token the land-!|¢jaim on the ground, among 
lord who is a dweller in the) others, that there was a lack of 
multi-family house is under the} jn personam jurisdiction. The | 
same duty to his own social! motion to dismiss the cross claim 
visitors as to the guests of all| was denied. As to the point of | 
other tenants in their use of the| jurisdiction, the inclusion of 


‘ommon passages other grounds for dismissal not 


+ ) ; . . . . 
nia to the asserti Nat paln-| related to jurisdiction was deem- 
mol is barred by con ributory | eq “equivalent to a general ap- 
negligence because she saw the| pearance under the cross claim”. 
light pene om Sh pigeag on Appellants then appealed. 
-ontinue ner aescent oO tn ; 
wt ae thi snmatiie ia Held: The design of the cross 
Stalry c 9 1S de a GQUeSL . . . P 
See jae. Tt canned a. said that claim is not enforcement against 
a Ye LU CarlnoOu VE ;: ‘ 
adie. tise tances. thet non-resident operator or owner 
ee ged ee {of a motor vehicle driven in 
minded men could only infer|,, ° pea taeer ; : p 
contributory exe oa: ie New Jersey of a cause of action 
alaa L re | : . 
c é “arising out of or by reason of an 
generally the case, the question = y ony 


accident or collision 


occurring | 


| 


of contributory negligence was] 31. 4a, RE SE soe 
foe the ture within” New Jersey in which such | 
Reaainad ane dal awe vehicle “is involved”, but rather | 
oversea anda new U[Prlal awe - ‘ 
” . : a contract allegedly made in 
Heetien Burling, dissenting ne hnescge ee between non-resi- 
P. > , . ° 
ape : : : dents to provide liability insur- 
an opinion concurred in by the | 


|ance for Young. The non-resi- 
| dent defendant Young, seeks in- 
|demnity by means of an in 
|} personam judgment against his 


Chief Justice and Justice Oli- 
phant, holds that assuming the 
defined in the majority 


f 


opinion, the motion for judgment : ‘ 
Lange eee apie Dh non-resident co-defendants bas- 
by defendants should have been 

sy + a ar }ed on a contract between them 
granted on the ground of con- ae - 
oa eae gee 1.1; and this is patently not a cause 
tributory negligence. The lack : ; 

Se ee a = : aera of action contemplated or com- 
of light was the sole remaining | ; : 

rete re é esa |}prehended under RS. 39:7-2 
— o cence sn which creates an implied waiver 
the proofs plaintiff knowingly | _ paki ml : 
ineupead the. risk this very and consent to service of process 

4 + L . 10K L ae . : 

2 | by -reside ] 
thing and di irded the| a tt payer icsagrd es 
obvious danger ondition. By | bo a a Br gene es: pee aa 
heedlessly proceeding in the face | pind The ‘exon slates is nok an 
of this very danger she invited eh Pan seg 6 a Geus of 

: ; ac Ss ; > 
the injurious consequences. ? ° _ 


owner of such vehicle arising out 
of an accident or collision within 
the normal sense and _ signifi- 
cance of our enactments. 

It is elementary that a court 


JURISDICTION—The defense of 
lack of jurisdiction is not 
waived by including in a mo- 
tion to dismiss other grounds 


of defense as well as lack of| does not have jurisdiction in| 
jurisdiction. personam unless process is serv- 
ed within its territorial limits. 


—Appearance and answer by a 
non-resident defendant served 
through the Commissioner of 
Motor Vehicles under RS. 
39:7-2 in an action arising out 
of a collision in New Jersey, 


vice of non-residents through the 
Commissioner of Motor Vehicles, 
make him their agent for service 
of process in the type of actions 


The statutes providing for ser-| 


| 
! 
| 








ected to the entry of a judgment 
in personam against non-resi- 
dents who were beyond the 
state’s judicial cognizance save 
for conduct within the State of 
the statutory class. The legal 
consequence of the appearance 
answer is determined by 
the statute conferring the juris- 
diction. 

The implied consent to sub- 
stituted service is restricted to a 
delictum attending the nonresi- 
dent’s use of the highways; a 
contractual undertaking to in- 


demnify the nonresident from 
the legal consequences of his 


delictum in using the highways 
would not render the nonresi- 
dent indemnitor amenable by 
constructive service to in per- 
sonam process in a New Jersey 
Suit. 

It is immaterial that other 
grounds for dismissal were as- 
serted in the motion to dismiss 
along with want of jurisdic- 
tion. This course was permissible 
under R.R. 4:12-2. The motion to 
dismiss did not thereby con- 


stitute a general appearance. 


reversed. 
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hicles confers jurisdiction only 
in actiens involving an acci- 
dent or collision in New Jersey 
and does not extend to a cross- 
claim, between two non- 
resident defendants based on a 
contract by which one agreed 
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to indemnify the other. 17 ACADEMY STREET 
Digested fr ypinion by 
Heher, J. rendered May 3, 1954. 
Supreme Court. Whalen v. Young. WAVE IT REPORTED - 
For appellants—C |} rles A. < . ‘ 7 
Rooney. For ndent—H. 
Frank Pet tit. 
Plaintiff sued defendant Young 
in an action based on Arig: igence | 
arising out of a collision. Young, 
a non-resident, was served 
through the Commissioner of 


Young answered 
med and there- 
after, by leave of court, filed a 
third party complaint against 
appellants, also non-residents, 


Motor Vehicles 
and counterclai Examiner and Master 
of the Superior Court 
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43, pages 608, 622, and an article 
in the Columbia Law Review, 
Volume 54, pages 54 to 69. But 


reference the cited authori- 
ties will sate that the auth- 
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federal po 
wards or 
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legislation which I 
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legislation is 
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is, therefore, quite ap- 
parent that federal legislation on 
} point of the alimony 
tenance is not the an- 
ind it state legislation 

is and can be effective. 


constitution- 
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ality. 
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$300,000 
by 
al 
he 
nent 


y 


which the securities are to be 
ffered, 2. Any additional offer- 
ngs contemplated, 3. Securities 
sold within one year without full 
egistration, 4. Predecessors and 
ffiliates of the issuer, 5. Direc- 
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1. The name and 
the issuer, the state and date 
of its incorporation and the na- 
ture of its b For com- 
panies in the promotional stage, 
the properties to be operated or 
developed are briefly described. 

2. The names of the directors, 
officers and any controlling per- 
sons, and their interests in the 
issuer or in roperties to be 
acquired by it. 

3. The kind 
securities offers ad. if 
on behalf of one her 

as, r example, 
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amount of 
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6. Financial ments, un- 
-ertified, showi the issuer’s 
ina! ndition, and 


state- 
ling two 
of the 
than 





years. 
Delivery of the ffering 


two 
ob: ir 
purchasers 
ensed with 
$50,000 
be filed 
owever, al- 
ements need 


cular to o 
of a securl ] 
where the issue 
or less. It mu 
with the S.E.C 
though financial 
not be included 
The Written 
There is one exception 
quirement that 
cular acco 
: on offi 


AX 


erie 10 


ives 


Advertisement. 
to the re- 
yffering cir- 
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nual maximum which would 
otherwise be available for the 
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address of 


Bar Studies Advisability of Test Case on 
Illegal Practice 


The New Jersey State Bar As- | 
sociation studying the advis- | 
ability of starting a test court 
case im its campaign against 
illegal practice of the law, it was 
announced today by Milton T. 
Lasher of Hackensack, chairman 
of the Association’s committee 
on unlawful practice. 

The court procedure is 
considered demonstrate the 
amen 7. under present con- 
of cracking down on 





the necessary evidence. Associa- 
tions in remaining counties of 
the state have indicated they 
will vote to support the project 
in the near future, Mr. Lasher 
said. 

Lack of a lawyers’ civil pen- 
alties statute, such as those 
which protect the public against 
unlawful practice of medicine, 
architecture, and more than 20 
other businesses and professions, 
makes it necessary for the State 


is 


being 


to 











zal practitioners, Mr. Lasher | Bar Association to take steps 
said. Before the test action will against illegal practitioners, Mr 
be undertake all county r , “4 é POE 5's 
be undertaken, all county bar Lasher explained. A civil penal- 





associations in the state will be ties bill, which would empower 
asked to appropriate funds tO the attorney general to prosecute 
finance what may turn out to be ynlawful practice of the law 
lenothy lawcni Fe . 2 ? 
a lengthy lawsuit, ey has been introduced at Trenton 
So far, bar associations in pyt has not been voted upon 
seven counties have agreed tO ag yet. 
contribute funds for the pro- “We believe the stat hould 
: 7 ss . € we , LIE SLALC DS 
gram, whic neludes rj f as : : 
a ich includes hiring o protect the public against lay- 


a special investigator to assemble 





men who practice law ithout 
a : being qualified by experience, 
scribed for semi-annual and | equeation or license to do so.” 


final reports to the S.E.C. on the 
progress of the flotation. 

Conclusion. Regulation 
small issues attempts to strike a 
balance between the need by 
prospective investors for a dis- 
closure of the basic facts con- 
cerning enterprises seeking their 
funds, and the need for simpli- 
fying the complex task of full 
registration where the flotation 
is small in amount. Investors 
are protected because the 
remedies afforded by the Securi- 
ties Act for misrepresentation in 
security sales apply to small as 
well as large issues [Sec. 12(2)]. 
The burden of full registration, 
however, is eased, and it is likely 
to be further lightened by pend- 
ing legislation which would in- 
crease the Regulation A maxi- 
mum to $500,000. 

The small issue procedure is 
relatively simple. In the frequent 
situation where it is not clear 
that a small financing or pur- 
chase transaction can be defi- 
nitely classified as a _ private 
offering or an intrastate offering, 
resort to the procedure sum- 
marized here will assure com- 
pliance with the Securities Act. 
As a result, it will insure the 
validity of the transaction 
against any subsequent attempts 
to rescind it on the ground that 
the securit ved had not 
been registered. 


Mr. Lasher said. “Until such pro- 

tection is provided by the legis- 
A for jature, the State Bar Associa- 
tion will do everything in its 
power to safeguard the citizens 
of New Jersey from unqualified 
practitioners. 
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Worker's Right 


. 


in Arbitration Pacts Discussed 





Law Prof. Outlines 
Solution to Problem 
NEW YORK (ACCN)—Provi- 
sions for arbitration of griev- 
ances are contained in more 
than 90 per cent of all collective 
bargaining agreements in the 
U.S., but the right of employees, 
as individuals, to demand or to 
stay arbitration is in legal doubt. 
This is an observation expres- | 


sed by Prof. Arthur Lenhoff of 
Buffalo law school in a feature 
article “The Effect of Labor 


Clauses Upon the 
Individual,” in the current Arbi- 
tration Journal. The Arbitration 
Journal is the quarterly maga- 
zine of the American Arbitra- 
tion Assn. 

The difficulty 


Arbitration 


arises, accord- 





ing to the author, in defining 
he status of the employee in 
a collective bargaining situation, 
since he is “neither a promisee 
nor a third-party beneficiary”’ 


as these terms are understood 
in contractual relations outside 
the labor-management field. 
-rof. Lenhoff goes on to ex- 
plain that ‘a third-party bene- 


ficiary can release the promisor 
from the duty to perform the 
promise toward him One 


many difficulties in view- 
individual employee as a 


of the 
ing an 
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beneficiary lies in 
the now generally accepted rule 
that an employee has not that 
power given to a third-party 
beneficiary to depart by individ- 
ual agreement from the stand- 
rd terms set up in the collective 
contract.” 


third-party 


AS a consequence, the article 
says, efforts by individual work- 
ers either to compel arbitration 
or to upset or stay actions 
initiated by labor organizations 
have placed before courts the 


following two questions: 

1—Is an individual employee a 
party to the arbitration clause? 
and 2—Is an award rendered in 
an arbitration, participated in 
by a labor organization re- 
presentative of the individuals 
binding upon the individual? 

With 84 footnotes referring to 
court and NLRB decisions, Prof. 
Lenhoff illustrates the consider- 
able lack of uniformity in an- 
swering these questions. 

A solution to the problem, he 
suggests, might lie in t 
action “in the image - 
dividual-grievance provision of 
the Labor Management Relations 
act 

This 


as 


in 


of the Taft- 


provision 


} 
Har law permits individual 
reclenens to process grievances 
themselves even where a labor 
Irganization is recognized, pro- 
vided no action is taken which 
would be inconsistent with the 
collective bargaining agreement. 


-eptance Ol 
can be 
which 


Invoca- 


act 
clause 
act by 
to the 


‘The employer's 
the ‘(arbitration 
construed as an 
he also submitted 


tion of the clause by an em- 
ployee of the unit for which the 
collective contract was entered 
into,”’ Lenhoff writes. 
“Naturally, the nendment 
would have to solute a provis- 
ion to the effect that in case of 
an amicable adjustment of the 


claim, the 
Opportunity 


union must be give 


to be heard 


respect to the question of whett 
er such an adjustment is not 
inconsistent with the terms of 
the collective bargaining con- 
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have hereto set my hand and af- Aue 
tixed mj officiai seal, at Trenton. sky 
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Illinois B Bar Against 
Compulsory Social 
Security 


Lawyers of the Illinois State 
Bar Assn. have voted against 
compulsory social security cover- 
age for self-employed lawyers, 

Members of the association had 
been polled by mail on that and 
three other related questions. A 
tabulation of the voting follows: 

Do you favor amendment 
of the Social Security act to pro- 
vide: 

A. Compulsery coverage for 
self-employed lawyers? Yes. 753; 
no, 1450; not answering, 567. 

B. Voluntary coverage for Self- 
employed lawyers? Yes, 1001; no 
1081; not answering, 688. 

Do you favor enactment of 
Jenkins-Keogh-Camp bills as: 
A. A supplement to Social Se- 





curity coverage? Yes, 1004; no, 
1144: not answering, 622. 


JAMES J. CANNON 
Reg. Patent Attorney 
165 Broadway, New York 6, N.Y. 
CO 7-8285 WO 4-6860 
631 Lincoln Ave., Glen Rock, N.J. 
GI 5-3637 











NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
Academy St., Newark 2, N. Jj. 
Mitchell 2-1406 
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LICENSED BONDED 


Hanus Detective Agency 


Divorce Investigations a Specialty 
ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 


1143 E. ig St. Charles Hanus, 
Elizabeth, N. J. Supervisor 














WANT 
SOMEONE 


LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 


[13 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. 





Assignments: 


Chief Justice Vanderbilt has} 


made the follo 
Judge Clarkson A. Cranmer to 


the Morris County Court, ex- 
cluding May 28, 1954; 

Judge Charles P. Hutchinson 
to the Essex County Court, ex- 
cluding May 28, 1954; 

Judge S. Rusling Leap to the 
Hudson County Court; 

Judge Leon Leonard to the 
Hudson County Court; 

Judge Henry F. Schenk to the 
Essex County Court, excluding 


May 28, 1954; 
Judge William P. Tallman to 
the Essex County Court; and 


Tenenbaum to 
y Court. 


Judge Harry 
the Hudson Count 


Passaic Pretrials 


Before Superior ( irt Judge 
ROBERT 1 DAVIDSON 
MONDAY MAY 17th 
\.M O94. S54 Y5S 
LM SSY. 656. 740 
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PM S68 soo 
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AM Tie. 763. 831 
A.M S33, S37, S44 
x s S51, S54 
2 M . SO7 eat! | 
PM 70, 727 
Mtl SDAY MAY ' 
\ 82 St 87 
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BUSINESS and 
MORTGAGE 


Forwarders Recognized 








LO 


MORGAN CO. 





NS 


60 PARK PL. 
NEWARK 2, N.]J. 
Mitchell 2-0534 









IN DRAWER BOX! * 


CORPORATION OUTFIT << 
= 


FORMS A 


FILING CABINET! 


%& Mailed PREPAID within 5 hrs.! 
* Seal IN YOUR OFFICE 


INCLUDES: 
Stock & Transfer Ledger 
+0 Corporcte Desk Seai 
3 Ring Minute Book with Booster 


Book of iithographed Stock Certificates 


With Printed Minutes . . . $14.00 
Gold Leiter'nc on ai! Books... 


Pocket Ses. '- ‘eu of Desk Seal 





Svecr a TRAKGS e 
LadogR -f 


v 


$1.00 ex. 


wing assignments. | 


Supreme Court Order 


SUPREME COURT OF 
NEW JERSEY 
ORDERED that in addition to 
his regular assignment, Judge 
John B. Wick is temporarily as- 
signed to the Burlington Coun- 
ty Court for the week of May 
24, 1954, excluding May 28, 1954. 
By the Court, 
s’ ARTHUR T. VANDERBILT 
Coa. 
1954 


Dated: May 6, 


Announcement 


Frederick C. Vonhof has mov- 














ed his law offices to National 
Newark Building 744 Broad 
Street, Newark 2. 
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... $1.50 ex. 











502 HIGH ST., 


E)ALSIAT 





OFFICE 
SUPPLY CO. 


NEWARK 2, W. Jd 
PHONE: MARKET 4-5577 





# Reinforced 
DRAWER box (as 
pictured) $1.50 ex. 


OTHERS AT 
$14, $17, $19 








Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Atterney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 
Phone: L®. 5-3088 




























CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 








































EMPLOYMENT CUSSHESEE | FOR SALE 
ATTORNEY WITH EXPE RIENCD IN | FOR SAL 2 USED 60 INCH Flas 
nsation and ne < trials, to | lesks with hairs No reasonah:. 
trial attorn x 366 - i sed. MArket 2-8217. 
LAW | LERK FOR BUSY NORTH JERSEY | 
firm. Fine opportunity for night student | 4-DRAWER LEGAL FIL; 
x 369 le work and paid rite with suspension arms, 
Excellent condition. 
_ CLAI With lock .. $39.59 
M INSURANCE Without lock 35.00 
: LAmbert 3-6153 
; I ; vig 4 ronan Seon. npresent LAmbert 5- 1673 
i r Departmen for ere 
€ erested ‘the! r _ a — 








Mu st have 
—We Cooperate With Attorney 


SARASOHN & CO, 


FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR Th: 
POLICYHOLDER 

Teri ional Were 786 Broad Street, 

74 Pose Newark 2, N. J. 

MArket 3-3213-4 








vard Peck BLoomfield | — initia tact nto ae = 








D FOR Fire Adjusting 
dh . SERVICE TO ATTORNEYs 


IRVING M. MINION 


Associated Adjusters 
24 Commerce St., Newark 
Mitchell 2-1771 MArket 2.% 





WANTED FOR 
flice Wr 








LAWYER THREE TO FIVE YEARS EX 
ers ¢ -onreal pr tice wa 1 in 














ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITE: 


W. D. ETTINGER & C0 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 

9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 

Mitchell 2-4694-5 
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BArclay 7-2574 PLai 








SAMUEL K. PEARSO 

CONSULTING METEOROLOG! 
I Witr 40 Yrs. N.Y. & NJ 
1217 South End Parkway 

Plainfield, N. J. 
















39 Cortland St., Room 1 : 
Wy : iar a 5 ROT - 5 YEARS EXPERIEN 
eye TICK. Harvard, Veturam World War APPRAISER 





Bars. REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY 
ESTATES, INHERITANCE TAX 





s 282 or W Box 82 FEDERAL. STATE & COUNTY COURT 
— ESTATES LIQUIDATED — 
FOR RENT M. R. LANES 


200 OLIVER ST., NEWARK 5. 4. 














, IN LAWYER'S MArket 3-1119 
Rewsona Ample filin and 
: ace s etary’s service optional : ———— 
















TEANECK AUCTION GALLERIES 
412 Cedar Lane, Teaneck N.! 
Expert Appraisers and Liquidctors 










Estates and Personal Property 
he 1937. Select Clientele 
A FFICD Aq - SE RE pep nee Ref. Hackensack Trust Compan: vy 
a as eee) Fits STREFT Peoples Trust Company iis 
B. Davis, Auct. Phone TE. 61% te 












FOR SALE 











Genuine Leather Furnitur 
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LAWYERS CLINTON TITLE INSURANCE fF = 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY Ee 








A sound company known fer its courteous 
and cooperative attention to attorneys. 

















Titles insured througheut New Jersey on the 
certification of authorized attorneys. 

















A New Jersey Corporation—Organized 1928 
Serving New Jersey 
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7 NELSON PLACE NEWARK, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-7875 

















